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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

Claims 1-10 have been canceled. 

Claims 12-15 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see Remarks pages 1-5, filed 2 September 2005, with 
respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 11-15 under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. 

Therefore, the rejection of claims 11-15 under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) have been 
withdrawn. 

However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in 
view of various references as below. 

Specification 

A substitute specification without the claims is required pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.125(a) because the version in eDAN that is shown as entered on 12 November 1999 
has handwriting and strikethroughs in several places and thusly is not a clean copy and 
is not acceptable. 

A substitute specification must not contain new matter. The substitute 
specification must be submitted with markings showing all the changes relative to the 
immediate prior version of the specification of record. Underlining the added text must 
show the text of any added subject matter. The text of any deleted matter must be 
shown by strike-through except that double brackets placed before and after the deleted 
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characters may be used to show deletion of five or fewer consecutive characters. Being 
placed within double brackets if strike-through cannot be easily perceived must show 
the text of any deleted subject matter. An accompanying clean version (without 
markings) and a statement that the substitute specification contains no new matter must 
also be supplied. Numbering the paragraphs of the specification of record is not 
considered a change that must be shown. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fellegara et al (US PGPub 2004/0061793 A1) in view of Manico et al (US 6,049,371). 

As to claim 12, 
An electronic camera comprising: 
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(a) A recording medium removable from the camera in which a plurality of image data 
are recorded; (Fellegara [0003, 0007, 0034, 0042, etc] for memory card on which 
pictures / images are stored) 

(b) A display panel configured to display image data selected from the recording 
medium; (Fellegara Figure 5, LCD screen 36, shown in the middle of the system, 
Abstract, [0033], and the like) 

(c) An image discrimination circuit configured to judge whether the image data 
represents a panoramic image or not, based on aspect ratio of the image data selected 
from the recording medium; (Fellegara [0031] teaches that the system takes pictures in 
various formats, and that [0053] the aspect ratio of an image will be conformed to the 
equivalent film size. In [0065], the operator sets the desired mode for the digital image 
(in terms of aspect ratio) as being classic, HDTV, or panoramic format, where the 
resulting image is then stored)(Manico very clearly teaches that images are identified as 
panoramic based on their aspect ratio - 3:45-67, such that they are discriminated as 
required by the above claim) 

(d) A display-mode setting circuit configured to set a display-mode based on the result 
of discrimination by the image discrimination circuit, and (Fellegara teaches that the 
panoramic images are displayed on the LCD panel in [0065] in the various sizes such 
that the user can determine which one is preferable, or the like. How the system knows 
what format to display the image in is never expressly discussed, but the Manico 
reference clearly provides a method for discriminating between the aspect ratio and/or 
size of various images) 
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(e) A display circuit configured to cause the selected image data to be displayed on the 
display panel according to the display-mode set in the display-mode setting circuit, 
(Fellegara Figure 6 contains such circuits, which are inherent in any case since the 
device performs those functions and displays images as required, which means that the 
circuitry to do so is inherent) 

Wherein when the selected image data is judged as representing a panoramic 
image by the image discrimination circuit, the display-mode setting circuit sets a 
panoramic display-mode, and scrolls and displays on the display panel the selected 
panoramic image by controlling the display circuit, in accordance with an operation of a 
frame-advance button. (Fellegara clearly has a scroll option [0018-0020, 0060, 0074, 
etc] where the user can move through various images and the user can also edit 
images [0074, 0078-0079], where the user can pan, scroll, zoom, etc, through a 
displayed image)(lt would have been obvious to modify Fellegara if necessary to 
perform such functions on the camera since it would thusly not require an external 
computer). The user clearly selects images as noted above in various locations and 
displays them on the LCD. Clearly, the user of Fellegara uses a frame-advance button 
to move through images and navigate them, as noted in the above-cited paragraphs. 

The Fellegara reference teaches all the limitations except expressly teaching 
how panoramic images are identified, and expressly teaching pan/zooming the image 
on the camera per se. However, as noted above, since an external system can be used 
to do so, it would be trivially obvious to modify the camera to do so (and examiner 



Application/Control Number: 09/439,890 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2672 

contends that the camera does anyway, the above statement is merely to expedite 
prosecution). 

The Manico reference provides a way to determine if an image is panoramic or 
not based on its aspect ratio as stored. It would have been obvious to modify the 
system of Fellegara to use the panoramic-image determining mode of Manico since this 
would allow it to automatically classify the image and display it in panoramic mode 
without the user having to do so (Motivation additipnally provided by In re Venner, 262 
F.2d 91, 95, 120 USPQ 193, 194 (CCPA 1958)), where automating a task previously 
done manually is sufficient motivation for combination. Additionally, Manico's method 
provides a method for classifying images as panoramic that is immune from various 
defects that plague other algorithms (3:20-67). 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as unpatentable over Fellegara in 
view of Manico as applied to claim 12, and further in view of Tagami (US 5,402,171). 

References Fellegara and Manico do not expressly teach this limitation, but an 
analogous art that is directed to digital cameras and means of navigating images, 
Tagami, does teach this limitation. 

Tagami et al discloses that the display means includes means for performing a 
superimposed display to show which portion of a panoramic image is currently 
displayed in a display area when the panoramic image is scrolled in a normal size. (See 
Fig 49, Fig 50, Fig 52, Fig 60, col. 5 lines 54-58, col. 7 lines 28-30, col. 25 lines 14-22, 
col. 26 line 68, col. 26 line 8-9) 
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Tagami et al discloses that the display mode setting means includes means for 
performing a scroll operation of a panoramic image in a display area using a frame 
advance button ["direction buttons"; 53] when the display image discrimination means 
discriminates that the image data is to be displayed panoramically. (See Fig 49, Fig 50, 
Fig 52, col. 25 lines 17-22, col. 26 line 8-9). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Fellegara (as noted 
above, motivation coming from the fact that an external device in Fellegara can be used 
to pan, scroll, zoom, etc. stored images such that they can be easily navigated, and 
Tagami would increase the navigability of such base images for at least the reasons 
above. 

As to claim 14, this is almost identical to claim 1 1 , the rejection to which is 
incorporated by reference. The additional limitation of dividing the image into separate 
areas and then controlling the display circuit is taught by Tagami et al discloses that the 
display means has a divided image stepping display mode in which a panoramic image 
is divided into a plurality of area and the area are advanced frame by frame and 
displayed step by step when the aspect ratio of the panoramic image is plural times 
larger than that of a display area. (See Fig 49, Fig 50, Fig 52, Fig 60, col. 5 lines 54-58, 
col. 7 lines 28-30, col. 25 lines 14-22, col. 26 line 68, col. 26 line 8-9). Motivation and 
rationale are taken from claim 13 above. 

As to claim 15, this is identical to claim 13 and subject to the same rejection. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric V. Woods whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7775. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-4:30 alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Razavi can be reached on 571-272-7664. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Eric Woods 




November 17, 2005 



